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eye, if we ask ourselves, how such worship paid to
an image of the Virgin Mary or of a saint became
possible in Europe? Why should it be so entirely
different among the negroes of Africa ? Why should
all their fetishes be, as it were, of yesterday ?

To sum up. If we see how all that can be called
fetish in religions the history of which is known to us,
is secondary, why should fetishes in Africa, where we
do not know the earlier development of religion, be
considered as primary ? If everywhere else there are
antecedents of a fetish, if everywhere else fetishism is
accompanied by more or less developed religious idea,
why should we insist on fetishism being the very be-
ginning of all religion in Africa ? Instead of trying
to account for fetishism in all other religions by a
reference to the fetishism which we find in Africa, would
it not be better to try to account for the fetishism in
Africa by analogous facts in religions the history of
which is known to us ?

Wo religion consists of fetishism only.

But if it has never been proved, and perhaps, ac-
cording to the nature of the case, can never be proved
that fetishism in Africa, or elsewhere, was ever in any
sense of the word a primary form of religion, neither
has it been shown that fetishism constituted any-
where, whether in Africa or elsewhere, the whole of
a people's religion. Though our knowledge of the
religion of the negroes is 'still very imperfect, yet I
believe I may say that, wherever there has been an
opportunity of ascertaining by long and patient inter-
course the religious sentiments even of the lowest
savage tribes, no tribe has ever been found without